This paper focuses on significant changes in the overall economics of waste-to-energy (WTE) during the last 30 years. The WTE industry in this country has seen several different business cycles occur since 1975, as different market drivers have caused the industry to rise and fall. This paper compares:
that was generated within that community'S geographic boundaries would be disposed. Two of the principal concepts behind legal flow control were: (1 ) it was necessary for the health and safety of the community to assure that solid waste was properly disposed; and (2) long-term fmancing could be obtained only if bond investors could be assured that a contractually secured source of solid waste was available to a WTE facility -both as a fuel and as a source of tipping fee revenues.
Legal flow control was also critical to Raytheon. There were a number of serious players in fierce competition with one another.
Changing Market Drivers
By 1990, the market for the WTE industry had started to change. The country experienced a recession in 1988 which had an impact on the general economy.
As businesses closed and jobs were lost, the amount of commercial solid waste being generated in many parts of the country decreased. 
Comparative Disposal Options
The author recently served as the project manager for an evaluation of solid waste disposal options available to two counties that have limited useful remaining lives at their county-owned landfills.
In undertaking the review of waste disposal options for the counties, R. W. Beck was charged with the following parameters:
1. The option had to extend, to the greatest degree possible, the useful operating lives of the two county-owned landfills. 4. The construction of a WTE facility sized to accept only the solid waste generated within that particular county.
5. The construction of a regional WTE facility sized to accept the solid waste generated within both of the counties.
In undertaking the analysis, we included consideration of the costs of the counties' existing solid waste management systems, including recycling, transfer station, operations, landfill operating costs, additional landfill cell development costs, and out-of-county transportation and disposal.
In order to accommodate the differences in capital costs, operating expenses, and timing of expenditures associated with the different options, R. W. Beck calculated a net present value of the total cost of disposal over the 20-year study period based on an assumed discount rate.
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Estimates were developed for the following: Table 2 , below. The results for County B are relatively similar to those for County A, with the regional 1,500 TPD WTE facility representing the lowest Copyright © 2006 by ASME
